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The office action of July 27, 2005 (OHlcc Action) luis been considered and these remarks 
arc responsive thereto. Reconsideration and allowance of the iikstani application are respeetfuily 
rcc|uesled. 

Claims 1-37 are pending in this application. I'iy this nmcndmcnt, chiinh<i 10. 14 and 20 
have been amen<Ieci. 

Applicants thaiik E.^aminers Bayerl and Bonshock for the courtesies extended to the 
undersigned durin** the interview of November 17, 2005. In the intetview, we discussed the 
Urempels and Bixler references including a dcmonslration of software described by the 
Drempcis reference. In addition, wc discussed subject matter pcitaining to an application that is 
fully functional in a full application mode and that is less than fully functional in a screen saver 
mode, and an application that creates an image for presenlatioij ir^ a screen saver mode. 

During the interview, we agreed in principle that Dremples tails to disclose an application 
that is ililly functional in a full application mode and that is less than fully functional in a screen 
.saver mode. Wc generally agreed that Drempcis discloses two different modes for its screen 
saver program (i.e., a scrcensavcr mode and a background display mode), but tails to teach or 
suggest an application that is fully functional in a full appliciition mode and that is less than fully 
functional in a screen .saver mode. 

Independent claims K 24 and 34 recite subject matter pertaining to an application that is 
fully functional in a full application mode and that is less than fully functional in a screen saver 
mode. Remaining independent claims 14 and 29 have been amended to include similar subject 
matter. For at least this reason. Applicants respectfully submit that claims 1-37 are in condition 
for allowance. 

,U U.S.C. ^fl /2 rejections 

rlolm 10 stands rejected under 35 U.S.<.\ §112 for lack of antecedent basis tor the term 
**lhc images'* in line I. Claim 10 has been amended to replace ''the images" with "images 
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gcnci'aicd hy the application for presentation on the display screen in the 5?crccn snvcr mode/* 
which obviiilc-s the rejection. Aceordinjzly. Applicants respoctfiilly request rccon.^ideraiion iuk\ 
withdnnva) of the rejection. 

.5.5 l/.S.C, ^^^/02 rejedioiis 

Claims 29, :>() and 32 stond rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allc^icdly being 
anticipated by the publication entitled '^Scrandom Screensaver Manager" (Serandom). 
Reconsideration and allowance of t hese claims are rcspeclfuHy requestcil. 

IndcpendciU claim 29. as amended, recites that the application is "a program thai is fiilly 
functional in a full application mode and that is less than fully functional in a screen saver 
mode." As noted in the Office Action, ''Serandom fail.s to specifically disclose a screen saver 
that is capable of being e.xecule^l in a less than fully functional screen saver mode arKl a fully 
functional application mode." Office Aelicm, payc4. lines 14-16. 

F'or at least ihis reason. Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 29, as well 
as claims 30 and 32 depending Ihcreltom, is not anticipated by Serandom. 

35 U.S.C\ §]05 rejections to claims /-LI M and S^-S? 

Claims 3-8, 11-13. 24-27, 31 and 35-37 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as 
allegedly being unpatentable over Serandom and the cited reference entitled "Drempels'' 
(Drempels). Claims 2, 9, 10, 2R, 33 and 34 stand rejected under 35 U,S.C. §l03(a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over Serandom and Drctnpels and further in view of U.S* patent no. 
6,507.35 1 to Bixler (Bixler). Applicants respeeifuUy traverse these rejection.s. 

Independent claim 1 recites, among other featiircs, the subject matter of 

executing the appHc^iiion in Lhe screen saver mode based on instructions 
from the screen saver program, the application being a pn^gram independent lh>m 
the screen saver program that is fully liinetional in a full application mode and 
that is less than ftjlly luneiional hi. a screen saver mode, the application creating 
an image for presentation on a display screen in the screen saver mode. 

Similarly, independent claim 24 recites, among other leatures. the subject matter of 

an application stored in the storage medium that is fully functional in a full 
application mode and less than fully functional in a screen saver mode, the 
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iipplication bcini» n progrimi thnt is independent from the screen s^ver program, 
the method comprising the steps of: 

selecting the application handle via the screen saver program \o execuic 
the application in the screen saver mode. 

Likewise, independent claim 29, ns amended, from which claims 31 tiod 33 depend. 

recites, among other features, tlic subject matter of 

A computer rciidablc medium having computer-executable instructions lor 
performing steps comprising: 

evaluating whether a screen saver carousel conlains application handles, 
each of the application handles executing a respective application in a screen 
saver mode when selected by the screen saver program, the applicalion being an 
inciependent program from the screen saver protrram and being a program tha t is 
fidiv f uitclional in a full applicatifm mode and that is less th a n tullv functional in a 
screen saver mode : and 

if Ihc carousel contnins at least one application handle, and if the timeout 
periixl has been exceeded, selecting the at least one application handle to execute 
the respective application. 

In addition, independent claim 34, recites, among other features, the subject mtitter oJ' 
A poilabic device comprising: 

a computer application stored in the memory, the application having at 
least one handle executing the application in a screen saver mode when the al 
least one handle is selected, the application being a program that is iully 
functional in a full application mode and is less than fully funccionui in a screen 
saver n^odc, ihc application creating images for presentation on llic display scieen 
in the screen saver mode 

As agreed to in principle during the interview, DrcmF>cIs fails lo disclose the recited 
subject matter of these claims pertaining to an application that is fully functional in a full 
application mode and that is less than fully functional in a screen saver mode. Instead, Drempels 
teaches an application th,it has two mcnles - a Screensaver mode and a desktop (background) 
mode, of wbicli neither are fully functional. The Drempels' modes have common functionalities, 
as well as exclusive functionalities for each mode. I lowcver. neither mode of Drempels isi tullv 
fianclional. 

While the Drempels application is in the fullscreen (Screensaver) mt>de, the user can 
interact with it via hotkeys. The hotkeys include the hotkey "N" "to minimize {he window 
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{ lullscrccn moci o onM/^ Fmphosis nddcd. Drcmpcls text lllc, p<Jgc 7, Iho display iiuhis mode 
IWh the sercen to lonn a fiillscrccn scrccnsaver disphiy. While the Drempelii progriim is in its 
Screensaver mode, "you can also use many of the Drempels hotkeys." (Id.) without selcciing the 
I^R icon required for the <lesktop mode. Clearly, the Drempels application has certain 
functional ities while in the Screensaver mode that are not included in the desktop mode (e.g., the 
'minimize' hotkey, full screen display functionality, and iliU-lime hoi key ftmcti(mulity) und vice- 
versa. 

While the Drempels application is in the desktop mode> it is respimsive to the hotkey 
controls "only when tl^e 'DR' icon in the system tray is highlighted in yreen/' /J. at page 6. 
Otherwise, keystrokes arc routed to other active applications* Further, in this mode the Drempels 
application displays images in tlic background portion of the screen. Hence, the Drempels 
program is not fully lunctional in the dc-sktop mode and may even be less functional in its 
desktop mode than in its Screensaver mode, as it can only receive hotkey comniands when Ihe 
user explicitly selects the 'DR* icon, it is not capable of being minimi/cd, and its display does not 
nil the screen. 

Neither Serandom nor Bixicr ovcfcome these dellciencics of Drempels, nor were they 
relied upon such teachings. For at least these reasons. Applicants respectfully submit that 
indcpcndcnl claims 1, 24, 29 and 34. as well as claims 2-13, 25.'28, 31, 33 and 35-37 depending 
therefrom, are allowable over the prior art of record. 

35 tj.S.C.'. ^^103 rejections to claims 14-23 

Claims 14-23 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
over Serandom and Bixicr. Reconsideration and allowance of these claims are i\;speeifully 
requested. 

independent claim 14. as amended^ recites, among other features, the subject nnitter of 
A wireless eommuntcatJon device, comprising: 

at least one application stored in the memory having at least one handle 
executing the at least one application in a screen saver mode when (he at least one 
handle is selectecL the at laist one application creating images for presentation on 
I the display screen in the screen saver mod e, the at least one application hein |j 
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Ml v fiinciional in <i full (>pplication mode and less thixn fully fanctio nal in a 
sci-ecn Siiyor moiic .... 

As discussed above and as noted in the Ottice Action, neither Serandom nor Bixler disclose the 
recited subject matter of an application being lUlly functional in a tvll application mode and less 
than fully ftinctional in a screen saver mode. For at least this reason. Applicants respectfully 
submit that independeni claim 14, and claims I5-2.T depending therefrom, arc allowable over the 
prior art of record. 


Based on die I'oregoini;. Applicants respectfully submit, that the application is in condition 
for allowance and a Noticu to that effect is earnestly s<^licite<i. Should Ihe txaminer believe that 
anything further is dcitirable in order to place the application in even belter Torm lor allowance, 
the Examiner is respectfully urged to contact applicant's untlersignetl representative a! the 
below-lislcd number. 


Respectfully submitted, 
liANNl-R ^ WrrCOFF, \JVD. 


Dated: November 2005 


By: 


Anthony W.Kandarc 
Registration No. 48.,S.iO 
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